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who shall receive the examinations, by whom, when such
discoveries are not made as they may happen to expect,
the witnesses may be charged with reserve and insincerity,
and be prosecuted for those crimes which could never haveu
been known but by their own confession.

It is not impossible, but that if the bait of indemni-
fication shall be found insufficient to produce testimonies
against the noble person, a bill of pains and penalties may
be attempted, to terrify those who are too wise to be en-
snared by specious promises; for what may not be ex-
pected from those who have already sent their fellow-sub-
jects to prison, only for refusing to accuse themselves ?

Nor can I discover, my lords, how the most abandoned
villains will be hindered from procuring indemnity by per-
jury, or what shall exclude a conspirator against the life
and government of his majesty from pardon, if he swears,
that in a plot for setting the pretender on the throne, he
was assisted by the counsels of the earl of Orford.

It has, indeed, been in some degree granted, that the
bill requires some amendment, by proposing that the ne-
cessary alterations may be made to such parts of it as shall
appear defective to the committee, which would, indeed,
be highly expedient, if only some particular clauses were
exceptionable; but, my lords, the intention of the bill is
cruel and oppressive; the measures by which that inten-
tion is promoted are contrary to law, and without prece-
dent; and the oiiginal principle is false, as it supposes a
criminal previous to the crime.

It is urged as the most pressing argument by the ad-
vocates for the bill, that it ought to be passed to gratify
the people. I know not, my lords, upon what principles
those who plead so earnestly for rigid justice, can endea-
vour to influence our decisions by any other motives; or
why they think it more equitable to sacrifice any man to
the resentment of the people, than to the malice of any
single person; nor can conceive why it should be thought
less criminal to sell our voices for popularity than for
preferment.

As this is, therefore, my lords, a bill contrary to all for-